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BEFORE THE 
STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Petition to Revoke Case No. 2000-152 
Probation Against: 

BRETT BYRON CORNELISON DEFAULT DECISION AND ORDER 
524 W. Putnam Avenue 
Porterville, CA 93257 

[Gov. Code, §11520] 
Certificate of Registration to Practice 
Optometry No. 9861 

Respondent. 

FINDINGS OF FACT •. ,t 

1. On or about December 29,2010, Complainant Mona Maggio, in her official capacity 

as the Executive Officer of the State Board ofOptometty,Departmeht of Consumer Affairs, filed 

Petition to Revoke Probation No. 2000-152 against Brett Bryon Cornelison (Respondent) before 

the State Board of Optometry. (The Petition to Revoke Probation is attached as Exhibit A.) 

2. On or about March 6, 1992, the State Board of Optometry (Board) issued Certificate 

of Registration to Practice Optometry No. 9861 to Respondent. The Certificate of Registration to 

Practice Optometry was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought herein 

and expired on October 31,2010. This lapse in licensure, ~owevei, pursuant to Business and 

Professions Code section 118(b), does not deprive the Board of its authority to institute or 

continue this disciplinary proceeding. ,'., " 

3. On or about January 21, 2011, Respondent was served by Certified and First Class " 

Mail copies ofthe Petition to RevokeProbation No. 2000-152, Statement to Respondent, Notice 

of Defense, Request for Discovery, and Discovery Statutes (Gove111J.lient Code sections 11507.5, 

11507.6, and 11507.7) at Respondent's address of record which, pursuant to Business and .' 
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1 Professions Code section 3070, is required to be reported and maintained with the Board, which 

was and is: 

BRETT BYRON CORNELISON 
524 W. Putnam Avenue 
Porterville, CA 93257 ' 

4. Service of the Petition to Revoke Probation was effective as a matter oflaw under the 
------------~-----------------~---------------------~'~------------~--~--------------------

provisions of Government Code section t'1505, subdivision (c) and/or Business & Professions 

Code section 124. 

5. Government Code section 11506 states, in pertinent part: 

( c) The respondent shall be entitled to a hearing on the merits if the respondent 
files a notice of defense, and the notice shall be deemed a specific denial of all paJ.1s " 
ofthe accusation not expressly admitted. Failure to file'a' notice' of defense'shall ; '''~; 
constitute a waiver of respondent's right to a hearing, but the agency in its discretion 
may nevertheless grant a hearing. ' 

6. Respondent failed to file a Notice ofDefensewithirr15 days after service upon him 

ofthe Petition to Revoke Probation, and therefore waived his right to ,a hearing on the merits of 

Petition to Revoke Probation No. 2000-152. 

.. 7. California Government Code section 11520;states;,rn'pertinent part:', "<:s;<'nns 

, (a) 'If the respondent' either fails to file a notice of defense or to appear at the 
hearing, the agency may take action based upon the respondent's express admissions 
or upon other evidence and affidavits may be used as 'evi'dencewithout any notice to ' 

, respondent. ' 
.,:: .. '.: 

,8. Pursuant to its authority under Government Code section 11520, the Board finds 

Respondent is in default. The Board will take action without further hearing and, based on the 

relevant evidence contained in the Default Decision Evidence Packet in this matter, as well as 

taking official notice of all the investigatory reports, exhibits and statements contained therein on 

file at the Board's offices regarding the allegations contained ii),i'PetitibIl'to Revoke Probatib'nN6 .. 

2000-152, finds thatthe charges and allegations in Petition 'to Revoke Probation No'.2000~'152, 

are separately and severally, found to be true and correct by clear and,eonvincingevidence. 
~" ". .... • ~'1 ( , . " I ~ i' '. . )" 

9. Taking official notice of its own internal records, pursuanttoBusiness and 

Professions Code section 125.3, it is hereby determined that- the reasonable costs for Investigation 

and Enforcement is $1,745.00 as of March 7,2011. 
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j- - ---
1 DETERMINATION OF ISSUES 

1. Based on the foregoing findings of fact, Respondent Brett Bryon Cornelison has 

subjected his Certificate of Registration to Practice Optometry No. 9861 to discipline. 

2. The agency has jurisdiction to adjudicate this case by default. 

3. The State Board of Optometry is authorized to revoke Respondent's Certificate of 

Registration to Practice Optometry based upon the following violations alleged in the Petition to 

Revoke Probation which are supported by the evidence contained in the Default Decision 

Evidence Packet in this case: 

1. Respondent failed to comply with condition 2 of his probation,program, in that he 

failed to cooperate with the Board's Probation Surveillance Program in the following respects: 

a. Respondent did not appear at his orientation interview scheduled for ApriI28,2010, 

and never 'responded to the Board's announcement h:itter;thbugh'he' nad received it: , 

b. Respondent was notified that he was in vi6latiou'ofthe terrtis and conditions of his 

probation, in particular conditions 2,9, 13, and 14; and was directed to iIIimediatelyprovide'ihe 

Board with 'an explanation as to his noncompliance witheach'conditiofi, to nominate a mbru:torto 

observe his practice, and to submit a plan of reimbursement of the remaining cosfrecovery due to 

the Board.' Respondent failed to provide the Board with an explanation as to his noncompliance 

as directed, or otherwise comply with the Board's demands. i' . 

" 

2. Respondent failed to comply with condition 9 of his' probation in that he failedto 

submit to the Board for its approval within 30 days ofthe effective date of the decision a plan: in 

which another optometrist shall monitor his practice. E'urthet, when the Boatd's designee 

demanded on June 2,2010 that Respondent nominate a monitor, Respondent failed to comply 

again, and instead submitted eight probation reports to the Board for :ti1omtoring dates betweeh 

March 2005, and June 2010, all of which were signed by a Dr. SOUrsa:and dated June 14,2010". 

3~ ,Respondent failed to comply with condition 13requidng hilll to remain in contact' 

with the Board in that he did not attend his orientation interview, as set forth in paragraph l(a) , 

above, he failed to contact the Board to reschedule the interview, and he failed to contact the 
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and 14 of his probation. 

4. Respondent failed to comply with .condition 14·ofhis probation in that he failed to 

submit a plan of reimbursement to the Board within 30 days'ofthe effective date of the Decision. 

reimbursement to the Board that was not in compliance with this condition in that the proposed 

payments were not scheduled to be completed within 6 months of the end of the three year 

probationary period. 

ORDER 

IT IS SO ORDERED that Certificate of Registration to-'Practice Optometry No. 9861," 

heretofore issued to Respondent Brett Bryon Cornelison, is revoked. 

Pursuant to Goveinment Code section 11520, subdivision (c); Respondent may servehtG 

written motion requesting that the Decision be vacated and stating the' grounds relied' onh¥ithin ,'! 

seven (7) days after service of the Decision on Respondent: The 'agency in its discretion\may 

vacate the Decision and grant a hearing on a showing of good :cause';- 'as defined iIi the statute; 

This Decision shall become effective on May 1-9, 201'1 ' : " 

' It is so ORDERED April 19, 2011 
--~--~--------------

FOR~bFOPTOMETRY 
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMERAFFAIRS 

l0673588,DOC 
DO] Matter ID:SA2010101757 

Attac1nnent: 
Exhibit A: Petition to Revoke Probation 
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1 EDMUND G. BROWN JR. 
Attomey General oLCalifomia-
JANICE K. LACHMAN 
Supervising Deputy Attomey General 
LORRIEM. YOST 
Deputy Attomey General 
State Bar No. 119088 . 

1'300 I Street, Suite 125 
P.O. Box 944255 

----SaeraIIlento-GA--, 942A4-2§~ O--------~----- ----------------~--- -------------~-~--- - -----
Telephone: (916) 445-2271 
Facsimile: (916) 327-8643 

. Attorneys for Complainant 

BEFO'RETHE 
STATE BOARD O'F O'PTO'METRY 

DEPARTMENT O'F CO'NSUMER AFFAIRS 
STATE O'FCALIFO'RNIA 

In the Matter ofthe Petition to Revoke Case No. 2000-152 
Probation Against: 

BRETT BYRO'N CORNELISON 
524 W. Putnam Avenue PETITION TO' REVO'KE PRO'BATIO'N 
Porterville, CA 93257 
Certificate of Registration to Practice. 
O'ptometry No. 9861 

Respondent. 

Complainant alleges: 

PARTIES .r 

1. Mona Maggio ("Complainant") brings this Petition to Revoke Probation solely in her 

official capacity as the Executive Officer of the State Board of Optometry ("Bo~rd"), Department 

of Coilsumer Affairs. 

2. On or about March 6, 1992, the Board issued Celiificate of Registration to Practice' 

Optometry Number 9861 (hereinafter "certificate") to Brett Byron Comelison ("Respondent"). 

Respondent's celiificate will expire on October 31,2010, unless renewed. 

3 . On or about January 25,2000, the Board celiified Respondent to treat with 

Therapeutic Phanllaceutical Agents pursuant to'Business and Professions Code section 3041. 
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1 PRIOR DISCIPLINE 

titled In the Matter of the Accusation Against: Brett Byron Cornelison, Case No. 2000-152, the 

. Board revoked Respondent's certificate effective August 9, 2004. The revocation was stayed and 

Respondent was placed on probation for four years on terms and conditions. Condition 14 

provided, in part, that if an accusation or petition to revoke probation was filed against 

Respondent duriligprobation, the Board shall have continuing jurisdiction and the period of 

probation shall be extended until the matter is final. A true and correct copy of the Decision and 

Order is attached as Exhibit A and incorporated herein. 

5. On August 5, 2008, Petition to Revoke PtobationNo. 2000-152 was filed against 

Respondent, which tolled probation in the first case. 

6. On March 26,2010, pursuant to the StipUlated Settlement and Disciplinary Order 

adopted by the Board as its Decision in the disciplinary proceeding described in paragraph 5 

above, the Board revoked Respondent's certificate effectiv~ April 26, 2010. The revocation was 

stayed and Respondent's probation was extended for three years on tenns and conditions, 

'including those conditions specified below. A true and correct copy of the Decision and Order is 

attached as Exhibit B and Incorporated herein. 

7. Condition 5 of Respondent' s probation states: 

If Respondent violates probation in any respect, the Board; after giving 
Respondent notice alid 0PPOliunity to be heard, may revoke probation and carry out 
the disciplinary order that was stayed. If an accusation or petition to revoke probation 
is filed against Respondent during probation, the Board shall have continuing 
jurisdiction until the matter is final, and the period of probation shall be extended 
until the matter is. final. 

8. Grounds exist to revoke Respondent's probation and reimpose the order of revocation!

oflus celiificate in that he has violated the cOllditions of his probation as follows': 

FIRST CAUSE TO REVOKE PROBATION 

(Failure to Cooperate with Probation Surveillance Program) 

9. Condition 2 of Respondent's probation states, in pertinent part, that Respondent ,shall ;
. I

comply with the Board's probation surveillance program. 
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1 10. Respondent's'probation is stibject toreYocation in that he has failed to comply with 

the conditions of his probation program, as set forth ~n subparagraphs (a) and (b) and paragraphs 

11 through 19 below. 

a. On April 6, 2010, the Board's designee sent a letter to Respondent, via certified and 

regular mail, directing him to appear at his orientation interview scheduled forAprili8, 2010. 

Respondent never responded to the letter and failed to appear at his interview. The Board's 

designee made several attempts to contact Respondent and was finally able to reach him by 

telephone on May 20,2010. Respondent admitted to the Board's designee during the telephone 

conversation of May 20 that he had, in fact, received the letter. 

b. On June 2,2010, the Board's designee sent a letter to Respondent, notifying him that 

he was in violation of the terms and conditions of his probation, including conditions 9, 13, and 

, 14 set f01ih below. Respondent was directed to immediately provide the Board with an 

explanati~n as to his ilOncompliance with each condition, to nominate a monitor to observe his ' 

'practice, and to submit a plan of reimbursement of the remaining cost recovery due to the Board. 

The Board's designee also advised Respondent that Dr. Soursa, who had signed monitoring 

reports for Respondent dated June 14,2010, was not an 'approved monitor as he had repeatedly 

failed to submit quruierly reports during Respondent's first tenn of probation. Respondent failed 

to provide the Board with an explanation as to his noncompliance with conditions 2,9, 13, or 14 

as directed. 

SECOND CAUSE TO REVOKE PROBATION 

(Failure to Comply with Monitoring Requirements) 

11. Complainant incorporates by reference as though fully set f01ih herein the allegations 

contained in subparagraph 10 (b) above. 

12. Condition 9 of Respol1dent's 'probation states that within 30 days of the effective date 

of the decision, Respondent shall submit to the Board for its prior approval a plan ot'practice in 

which Respondent's practice shall be monitored by another optometrist, who shall provide 

pe110dicreports to the Board. Any cost for such monitoring shall be paid by Respondent. If the 
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J 
J 1 monitor resigns or is no longer available, Respondent shall, within 15 days, move to have a new 

---- --- ------~------- ---------._-- ----"- ------- --.-. -_._-_._----. . ._- __ ._---- ..• ------_ .. _. --- --_._-.. _- --_.-_. ------- - .. ----_. _. __ .. _.----

monitor appointed, thl"ough nomination by Respondent and approval . by the Board . 

:13. Respondent's probation is subject to revocation in that he failed to submit to·the 

Board within 30 days of the effective date of the decision a plan in which another optometrist 

shall monitor his practice. Further, Respondent failed to'nominate a monitor as directed by the 

Board's designee on June2, 2010, and instead, submitted eight probation reports to the Board for 

monitoring dates between: March 2005, and June 2010, all of which were signed by Dr. Soursa 

and dated June 14, 2010. 

. THIRD CAUSE TO REVOKE PROBATioN 

(Failure to Contact Board's Designee) 

14. Complainant incorporates by reference as though fully set forth herein the allegations 

contained in subparagraphs 10 (a) and.(b) above. 

15. Condition 13 of Respondent's probation states that during the period of probation, 

Respondent shall contact the Board regularly through phone calls arid/or persomil appearances, as 

the Board designates. 

16. . Respondent's probation is subjectto revocation in that he failed to attend his 

orientation' interview scheduled for APli128, 2010, as above, failed to contact the Board to 

reschedule the interview, and failed to contact the Board to provide an explanation as to his 

noncompliance withconditions 2,9, 13, and 14 of his probation. 

FOURTH CAUSE TO REVOKE PROBATION 

. (Failure to Comply with Cost Recovery Requirements) 

17. Complainant incorporates by reference as though fully set f01ih herein the allegations 

contained in subparagraph 10 (b) above. 

18. Condition 14 of Respondent's probation states, in pelii~lent part, that Respondent is 

ordered to pay the Board its remaining costs of investigation and prosecution oftlus matter in the 

amount of$13,888.70. Witlun 30 days of the effective date of the Decision, Respondent shall 

submit to the Board for its prior approval a plan of reimbursement to the Board through periodic 

payments. Payments shall be completed within 6 months of the end ofthe tlu"ee year' . 
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probationary period except that, if Respondent cannot complete payment within the three years, 

the probation shall automatically be extended and continue until such time as the payment ofthe . 

Board's costs is complete. 

19. Respondent's probation is subject to revocation in that he failed to submit a plan of 

reimbursement to the Board within 3.0 days of the effective date of the Decision. Further, after 

receiving the Board's letter of June 2, 2010, Respondent submitted a plan of reimbursement to the

Board that was not in compliance with this condition in that the proposed payments were not 

scheduled to be completed within 6 months of the end ofthe three year probationary period. 

PRAYER 

WHEREFORE, Complainant requests that a hearing be h~ld on the matters herein alleged, 

and that following the hearing, the State Board 9f Optometry issue a decision: 

1. Revoking probation and reimposing the order of revocation of Certificate of 

Registration to Practice Optometry Number 9861, issued to Brett Byron Cornelison; 

2. . Taking such other and further action as deemed necessary and proper. 

Executive Officer 
State Board of Optometry . 
Department of Consumer Affairs 
State of Califomia 
Complainant 

SA2010101757 
l0612629.doc 
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BEFORE THE 
~- ~-~ - - --- --~~~----------~ -~---STATEBOARD OF:OPTOMETRY~~~-

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter ofthe Petition to Revoke Case No. 2000-152 
Probation Against: 

DEFAULT DECISION INVESJ'IGA.TQRX __
--n-RETTBYIUfN CORNELlsON ------------EviiiENCEPACKET-----

524 W. Putnam Avenue 
Porterville, CA 93257 [Gov. Code §11520] 

Certificate of Registration to Practice 
Optometry No. 9861 

Respondent. 

The Default Decision Investigatory Evidence Packet ~n'srippbrf of the Default Decision 

. and Order in the aboye entitled matter consists of the following. 

, Exhibit 1: Pleadings offered for jurisdictional purposes:' 'Petition to Revoke Probation No. 

2000-152 Statement to Respondent, Notice of Defense (two blankcopies}, Requestfor' ' .. ' 
, • f' , ••• 

i .• ~. ~~. :!! :" I, • f • 

Dis'~'overy 
·-·'f 

i 
' 

and Discovery Statut'es (Government Code sections 1'i507:5; 1507.6 and 11507.7), 

proof of service; and if applicable, mail receipt or copy of retimled mail envelopes; 

Exhibit 2: License History Certification for Brett Bryon Cornelison Certificate of ' 

Registration to Practice Optometry No. 9861; 

Exhibit 3: Certification of Costs by Board for InveE;tigation and Enforcement in Case No. 

2000-152 dated March 8,2011; 

Exhibit 4: Case Summary (without attachments) [OPT #9861] 
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J Dated: March 8, 2011· Respectfully submitted, 

KAMALA D. HARRIS 
Attorney General 9f California 
JANICE K. LACHMAN 

~
supe=in~e:u~ Attorney General 

--~-------~ ------~--- ----- -- - -- --- ------ ----- ------------

RRIE M. YOST 
Deputy Attorney General 
Attorneys for Complainant 
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Exhibit 1 
Petition to Revoke Probation No. 2000-152 

Statement to Respondent, Notice of Defense, Request for 
Discovery and Discovery Statutes, proof of service; and if 
applicable, mail receipt or copy of returned mail envelopes 

~--~--~------- ---------- --------------- ---~ 
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EDMuND G. BROWN JR. 
__ Attorney GeneraLoLCalifornia ________________________________________________________________

JANICE K. LACHMAN 
Supervisiilg Deputy AttOl:ney General 
LORRIE M. YOST 
DeputyAttorney General 
State Bar No. 119088 

1300 I Street; Suite 125 
P.O. Box 944255 

I----,saGl·alllentQ,GA-94244-2550----:----------------c------- ~- ~----~---------------------

Telephone: (916) 445-2271 
Facsimile: (916) 327-8643 

Attorneys for Complainant 

BEFORE THE 
STATE BOARD OF .oPTOMETRY 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS -
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Petition to Revoke Case No. 2000-152 
Prob~tion Against: 

BRETT BYRON CORNELISON 
524 W. Putnam Avenue PETITION TO REVOKE PROBATION 
Porterville, CA 93257 
Certificate of Registration to Practice 
.optometry No. 9861 

Respondent. 

Complainant alleges: 

PARTIES 

1. Mona Maggio ("Complainant") brings this Petition to Revoke Probation solely in her 
, -

official capacity as the Executive Officer of the State Board of Optometry ("Board"); Department 

of Consumer Affairs. 

2. On or about Mal·ch 6, 1992, the Board issued Celiificate of Registration to Practice-

Optometry Number 9861 (hereinafter "celiificate~') to Brett Byron Cornelison ("Respondent"). 

Respondent's certificate will expire on October 31, 2010, unless renewed. 

3. On or about January 2~, 2000, the Board celiified Respondent to treat with 

Therapeutic Phannaceutical Agents pursuant to Business and Professions Code section 3041. 
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j 1 PRIOR DISCIPLINE 

- --------4: - -On-ruly9,2()04~pursuallno--ilie I5ecision-ai1:(r0rae(iil-tl1e--ais-cipliliary-pl;oc~eding--

titled In the Matter o/the Accusation Against: Brett Byron Cornelison, Case No. 2000-152, the 

Board revoked Respondent's certificate effective August 9, 2004. The revocation was stayed and 

Respondent was placed on probation for four years on terms and conditions. Condition 14 

p;'-~vided, in p-art~ti1at i{ml accusatior;or p-etition-t"Q revoke probcrt1011-was-flIed agamst-- ~---

Respondent during probation, the Board shall have continuing jurisdiction and the period of 

probation shall be extended until the matter is final.- A tDle and conect copy of the Decision and 

Order is attached as Exhibit A and incorporated herein. 

5. On August 5, 2008, Petition to Revoke Probation No. 2000-152 was filed against 

Respondent, which tolled probation in the first case. 

6. On March 26,2010, pursuant to the Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order 

adopted by the Board as its Decision in the disciplinary proceeding described in paragraph 5 

above, the Board revoked Respondent'scertjficate effective April 26, 2010. The revocation was 

. stayed and Respondent's probation was extended for three years on terms and conditions, 

including those conditions specified below. A true and correct copy of the Decision and Order is 

attached as Exhibit B and incorporated herein. 

7. Condition 5 of Respondent's probation states: 

If Respondent violates probation in any respect, the Board, after giving 
Respondent notice and opportunity to be heard, may revoke probation and carry out 
the disciplinary order that was stayed. If an accusation or petition to revoke probation 
is filed against Respondent during probation, the Board shall have continuing 
jurisdiction until the matter is final, and the period of probation shall be extended 
until the matter is final. 

8. Grounds exist to revoke Respondent's probation and reimpose the order of revocation;

of his certificate in that he has violated the conditions of his probation as follows: 

FIRST CAUSE TO REVOKE PROBATION 

(Failure to Cooperate with Probation Surveillance Program) 

9. Condition 2 of Respondent's probation states, inpertinent part, that Respondent shall ;

comply with the Board's probation surveillance program. 
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1 10. Respondent's probation is subject to revocation in that he has failed to comply with 

-tile--col1ditl0iis-o-fhls'prc:ibatiol1:program~assetforth{11 subiJarligriiphs (ayand (b Jal1Clparagrapns 

11 through 19 below. 

a. On April 6, 2010, the Board's designee sent a letter to Respondelit, via certified and 

regular mail, directing him to appear at his orientation interview scheduled for April 28, 2010. 

Respondent never responded to the letter' and failed to appear at his interview. The Board's 

designee made several attempts to contact Respondent and was finally able to reach him by 

' telephone on May 20, 2010. Respondent admitted to the Board's designee during the telephone 

conversation of May 20 that he had, in fact, rec,eived the letter. 

b. ·On June 2,2010, the Board's designee sent a letter to Respondent, notifying him that 

he was in violation of the terms and conditions of his probation, including conditions 9, 13, and 

14 set forth below. Respondent was directed to immediately provide the Board with an 

explanation as to his noncompliance with each condition, to nominate a monitor to ,observe his 

practice, and to submit a plan of reimbursement ofthe remaining cost recovery due to the Board. 

The Board's designee also ,advised Respondent that Dr. Sours a, who had signed monitoring 

repOlis for Respondent dated June 14,2010, was not an 'approvedmonitor as he had repeatedly 

failed to submit quarterly reports during Respondent's first term of probation. Respondent failed 

to provide the Board with an explanation as to his noncompliance with conditions 2, 9, 13, or 14 

as directed. 

SECOND CAUSE TO REVOKE PROBATION ' 

(Failure to Comply with Monitoring,Requirements) 

11. Complainant incorporates by reference as though fully set forth herein the allegations 

contained in subparagraph 10 (b) above. 

12. Condition 9 of Respondent's probation states that within 30 days of the effective date 

of the decision, Respondent shall submit to the Board for its prior approval a plan of practice in 

which Respondent's practice shall be monitored by another optometrist, who shall provide 

periodic reports to the Board. Any cost'for such monitoring shall be paid by Respondent. Uthe 
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monitor appointed, through nomination by Respondent and approval by the Board. 

13. Respondent's probation is subject to revocation in that he failed to submit to the 

Board within 30 days of the effective date of the decision a plan in which another optometrist 

shall wonitor his practice. f~her, Respondent failed to'nominate a monitor as directed by the 

Board's designee on June 2,2010, and instead, submitted eight prob"ation repOlis to the Board for 

monitoring dates between March 2005, and June 2010, all of which were signed by D~. Sou:rsa,' 

and dated June 14,2010. 

THIRD CAUSE TO REVOKE PROBATION 

(Failure to Contact Board's Designee) 

14. Complainant incorporates by reference as though fully set forth herein the allegations· 

contained in subparagraphs 10 ( a) and (b) above. 

15. Condition!3 of Respondent's 
, 

prob~tion states that during the 
' 

period of probation, , 

Respondent shall contact the Board regularly through phone calls and/or personal appearances, as 

the Board designates. 

16.' Respondent's probation is subject to revocation in that he failed to attend his 

orientation interview scheduled for April 28, 201 0, as above, failed to contact the Board to 

reschedule the interview, and failed to contact the Board to provide an explanation as to his ' 

noncomplimice with conditions 2, 9, 13, and 14 of his probation. 

FOURTH CAUSE TO REVOKE PROBATION 

(Failure to Comply with Cost Recovery Requirements) 

17. Complainant incorporates by reference as though fully set fOlih herein the allegations 

contained in subparagraph 10 (b) above. 

18. Condition 14 of Respondent's probation states, in pertinent part, that Respondent is 

'ordered to pay the Board its remaining costs of investigation and prosecution of this matter in the 

amount of $13,888.70. Within 30 days ofthe effective date of the Decision, Respondent shall 

submit to the Board for its plior approval a plan of reimbursement to the Board through periodic 

payments. Payments shall be completed within 6 months of the end ofthe three year 
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1 probationary period except that, if Respondent cannot-complete payment within the three years, 

Board's costs is complete. 

19. Respondent's probation is subjectto revocation in that he failed to submit a plan of 

' reimbursement to the Board within 30 days ofthe effective date of the Decision. Further, after 
~--~------~~----------------------------~----------~----------------.~-~-----------~----------.

receiving the Board's letter of June 2, 2010, Respondent submitted a plan of reimbursement to the 

Board that was not in compliance with this condition in that the proposed payments were not 

scheduled to be completed within 6 months ofthe end of the three year probationary period. 

PRAYER 

WHEREFORE, Complainant requests that a hearing be held on the matters herein alleged, 

and that following' the hearing, the State Board of Optometry issue a decision: 
. , 

1. Revoking probationand reimposing the order of revocation of Certificate of 

. Registration to Practice Optometry Number 9861, issued to Brett Byron COl11elison; 

2. . Taking such other and further action as deemed necessary and proper. 

DATED: \2 i-z .qlll") . J . I 

Executive Officer 
State Board of Optometry 
Department of Consumer Affairs 
State of California . 
Complainant 

SA2010101757 
l0612629.doc 
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Decision and Order Effective August 9, 2004 . 
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BEFORE THE 
BOARD OF OPTOMETRY 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

-------~-~ ---------- ~-~ 
-------~-------- --------- -- --------

In the Matter of ihe Accusation ) AGENCY Case No.2000 152 
Against: ) 

) OAH Case No. N-2003-04-057::5 
BRETI BYRON CORNELISON ) 
5125 East Kings Canyon Road ) 
Fresno, CA 83727 ) 

) 
Certificate of Registration to Practice ) 
Optometry Number 8861 ) 

) 
Respondent. ) 

----------------------;/ 

DECISION AFTERJ1E:CONSIDERATION 

This matter came on regularly for hec:tring before Al}n Elizabeth Sarli! Administrative 
Law Judge of the Office of Administrative Hearings, at Fresno! California, on 
September 23, 2003 and September 24, 2003, Complainant was represented by 
Ronald Diedrich, Deputy Attomey General. Respondent was repre&ented by Gary L. 
HU5S, Attorney at Law: Evidence was reoeived. The record was clDsed and the 
matter was submitted on September 24, .2003: The Administrative Lavv Judge. issued 
her proposed decision on October 30, 2003. Ihe proposed decision of the . 
Administrative Law Judge was Bdopted by the Board of Optometry on November 14, 
2003 to become effective December 14,2003, .Petition for Reconsideration under 
Government Code Section 11521 was' filed in a timely manner and tt)e effeotive date 
of the decision was slay~d until January 14, 2004, fo"r the purpose of allowing the 

, Board to oonsider the petition. An Order Granting Request for Reconsideration was 
issued by the Board of Optometry on February 2, 2004. On March 16, 2004 an 
Interlocutory Order Providing for Argument and Briefing on Respondent's Petition for 
ReconSideration, was issued by the Board of Dptometry, ' 

H8ving reviewed the record and the petition for reGonsiderettion, and other doouments 
submitted by respondent and compl(3in::mt, the Board of Optorrietry now ma.kes and 

1 
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enters its decision after reconsideration as follows: 

OROEF~ 

The Board of Optometry hereby adopts the attached Proposed Decision of the 
Administrative Law Judge dated October 30,2003 as its dedsion in this maher. 

This Decision alw.11 become effective on August 9, 2004 

It is so ORDERED this 9th day of July 2004. 

.. -,-/;/' _.,_.J . 
--=e:; ~2.· .. .. 
" EDWARD P. HERNANDEZ, O. D. 

PRESIDENT 
BOARD OF OPTOMETRY 

, 
~~_

<----
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EXHIBITB 

Decision and Order Effective April 26, 2010 
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BEFORE THE 
BOARD OF OPTOMETRY 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Agency 2000-152 In the Matter of the Petition to Revoke ) Case No. 
) Probation Against: 
) 

Brett Byron Cornelison 0.0. ) 
) 1577 Bedford Avenue 
) Clovis, CA 93611 
) 

Certificate of Registration No. OPT 9861 ) 
) 

Respondent. ) 

----~--------~--~---------) 

DECISION 

The attached Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order is hereby adopted by the 
Board of Optometry, Department of Consumer Affairs, as its Decision in the above~ 
entitled matter. 

This Decision shall become effective April 26, 2010. 

It is so ORDERED March 26,2010. 

LEE A. GOLDSTEIN, O.D.·IVlPA 
'. PRESIDEI\lT 

BOARD . OF OPTOMETRY . 

- - ------ - -- --- - --- ---;,--- ~- ----- - ----
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~ 1 KAMALA D. HARRIS -
ttorl1~y- Gen_~raJ oLC.aljfQ!TIJa _____________________ _ 
JANICEK. LACHMAN - --------- ----

Supervising Deputy Attorney General 
LORRIE M. YOST - -
Deputy Attorney General 
State Bar'No. 119088 

1300 I Street, Suite 125 
P.O. Box 944255 

-Sacramento;-C.,LL-9424.4':'25j_0 ____________ ~ __ ~ _______ ~_c. ________________ ~ ____ ~

Telephone: (916) 445~2271 
Facsimile: (916) 327-8643 

Attorneys for Complainant 

BEFORE THE 
STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Petition to Revoke Case No. 2000-152 
Probation Against: 

STATEMENT TO RESPONDENT 
BRETT BRYON CORNELISON 
524 W. Putnam Avenue [Gov. Code §§ 11504, 11505(b)] 
Porterville, CA 93257 
Certificate of Registration to Practice 
Optometry 'No. 961 

Respondent. 

'TO RESPONDENT: 

, Enclosed is a copy of the Petition to Revoke Probation that has been filed with the St'l-te _ 

Board Of Optometry of the Department of Consumer Affairs (Board), and which is hereby served 

on-you. 

1Jnless a written request for a hearing signed by you or on your behalf, is delivered or 

mailed to the Board, represented by Deputy Attorney General Lorrie M. Yost, within fifteen (15) 

days after a copy of the Petition to Revoke Probation was personally served on you or mailed to 
.. 

you, you will be deemed to have waived your 
" 

right to a hearing in this matter . and the Board may 

proceed upon the Petition to Revoke Probation without a hearing and may take action thereon as 

provided by law. 
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1 

2 

3 

The request for hearing may be made by delivering or mailing one of the enclosed forms 

enfitled"Notice -of Defense; ,,- or 15y-cle.1iveting Or-InaililYgEtNo-tice -bfDefense--as provided-in ------

section 11506 of the Government Code, to 

Lorrie M. Yost 
Deputy Attorney General' 
1300 I Street, Suite 125 

-~~---J.O._Box_944255 ___________ . __ ~ ___ ~_. __ ~ _____ ~ ____ ~ __ ~ ______ ~_~~~ ____
Sacramento; California 94244.:.2550 

You may,. but need not, be represented by cQunsel at any or all stages of these proceedings. 

The enclosed N o~ice of Defense, if signed and filed with the Board, shall be deemed a 

specific denial of all parts of the Petition to Revoke Probation,. but you will not be permitted to 

raise any objection to the form of the Petition to Revoke Probation unless you file a further Notic

of Defense as provided in section 11506 of the Government Code within fifteen (15) days after 

service of the Petition to Revoke Probation on you. 
i 

If you file any NoticeqfDefense within the time permitted, a hearing wiUbe held on the 

charges made in the Petition to Revoke Probation. 

The hearing may be postponed for good cause. If you have good cause, you are obliged to 

notify the Office of Administrative Hearings, Attn: General Jurisdiction, 2349 Gateway Oaks, 

Suite 200, Sacralnento, CA 95833-4231, within ten (10) working days after you discover the 

good cause. Failure to notify the Office of Administrative Hearings within ten (10) days will 

deprive you of a postponement. 

Copies of sections 11507.5, 11507.6, and 11507.7 of the Government Code are enclosed. 

If you desire the names and addresses of witnesses or an opportunity to inspect .and copy 

the items mentioned in section 11507.6 of the Government Code in the possession, cus~odyor 

control of the Board you may send a Request for Discovery to the above designated Deputy 

Attorney General. 

NOTICE REGARDING STIPULATED SETTLEMENTS 

It may be possible to avoid the time, expense and uncertainties involved in an 

administrative hearing by disposing of this matter through a stipulated settlement. A stipulated 
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settlement is a binding written agreement between you and the government regarding the matters 

cniii"gecfiinothe-disCipErieto-oe -imposed-.-SuClf a- stipUlation wDula-have-t615e-approvedbytlie-

State Board . of Optometry 
(. 

but, . once approved~ it would be incorporated into a final order. 

Any stipulation must be consistent with the Board's established disciplinary guidelines; 

however, all matters in mitigation or aggravation will be considered. A copy of the Board's 

Disciplinary Guidelines 
~-~ ~~~~----~ 

will be provided 
----~-~~~~--~---

to you on your written requestto~ihestate-agency -- - ----

bringing this action. 

If you are interested in pursuing this alternative to a formal administrative hearing, or if you

have any questions, you or your attorney. should contact Deputy Attorney General Lorrie M. Yost 

at the earliest opportunity. 

Dated: January 21,2011 KAMALA D. HARRIS 
Attorney General of California 
JANICE K. LACHMAN 
Supervising Deputy Attorney General 

d~~os, 
LORRIE M. YOST 
])eputy Attorney General 
Attorneys for Complainant 

SA2010101757 
10657351.doc 
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J 1 KAMALA D. HARRIS 

--jANIcE Attorney K. General LAcHrVIAN of California - --- -- ------ -~ ~---~----~ '.-- --- --~ 
Supervising Deputy Attorney General 
LORRIE M. YOST . 
Deputy Attorney General 
State Bar No. 119088 . 

1300 I Street, Suite 125 
P.O. Box 944255 

~-Sacramento,_CA-.9_424A ... 25.5_0 _________ ~~ ____ ~ ___ ~~ __ ~ _____________ 
Telephone: (916) 445 ... 2271 ,
Facsimile: (916) 327 ... 8643 

AttorneysJor Complainant 

BEFORE THE· 
STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY 

DEP ARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Petition to Revoke Case No. 2000 ... 152 
Probation Against: 

REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 
BRETT BRYON CORNELISON 
524 W. Putnam Avenue 
Porterville, CA 93257 
Certificate of ~egistration to Practice 
Optometry No. 961 

Respondent. 

TO RESPONDENT: 

Under section 11507.6 of the Government Code of the State of California, parties to an 

administrative hearing, including the Complainant, are entitled to certain information concerning 

 the opposing party's case. A copy of~he provisions of section 11507.6 of the Government Code 

concerning such rights is included among the papers served. 

PURSUANT TO SECTION 11507.6 OFTHE GOVERNMENT CODE, YOU ARE 

HEREBY REQUESTED TO: 

1. Provide the names and addresses of witnesses to the extent known to the Respondent, 

including, but not limited to, thosdntended to be called to testify at the hearing, and 

2. Provide anoppOliunity for the Complainant to inspect and make a copy of any ofthe 

following in the possession or custody or under control of the Respondent: 
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1 a. A statement of a person, other than the Respondent, named in the initial 

omission of the Respondent as to this person is the basis for the administra,tive proceeding; 

b. A statement pertaining to the subject matter of the proceeding made by 

any party to another pa~y or persons; 
~ 

~------- -~------c.- ~-Sfatements ofwitnessestnen proposea tooe-cal1ea-Ey tlie-Responaentana

of other persons having personal knowledge of the acts, omissions or events which are the 

basis for the proceeding, not included in (a) or (b) above; 

d. All writings, including but not limited to reports of mental, physical and 

blood examinations and things which the Respondent now proposes to offer in evidence; 

e. Any other writ~ng or thing which is relevant and which would be 

admissible in evidence, including but not limited to, any patient or hospital records 

pertaining to the persons mimed in the pleading; 

f. Investigative reports made by or on behalf of the; Respondent pertaining 

to the subject matter of the proceeding, to the extent that these reports (1) contain the names 

and addresses of witnesses or of persons having personal knowledge of the acts, omissions 

'or e"ents which are the basis for the proceeding,or (2) reflect matters perceived by the 

investigator in the course of his or her investigation, or (3) contain or include by attachrrient 

any statement or writing described in (a) to (e), inclusive, or summary thereof. 

For the purpose ofthis Request for Discovery, "statements" include written statements by 

the person, signed, or otherwise authenticated by him or her, stenographic, mechanical, electrical 

or other recordings, or transcripts thereof, of oral statements by the person, and written reports or 

summaries ofthClse oral statements. 

YOU ARE HEREBY FURTHER NOTIFIED that nQthing in this Request for Discovery 

should be deemed toauthoriz~ the inspection or copying of any writing or thing which is 
I, , 

privileged from disclosure by law or otherwise made confidential or protected as attorney's work 

product. 
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1 Your response to this Request for Discovery should he directed to the undersigned attorney 

foy-tl1e-Complairiant -af the adafess-oii the firsl]5,rge-of-tnis RecllI6Srfot:Discovety wtthlfi30-days---

after service of the Petition to Revoke Probation. 

Failure without substantial justification to comply with this Request for Discovery may 

subject the Respondent to sanctions pursuant to sections 11507.7 and 11455.1 0 to 11455.30 of the 

Dated: January 21; 2011 KAMALA D. HARRIS 
Attorney General of California 
JANICE K. LACHMAN 
Supervising 

cJfu 
Deputy Attorney General 

los, 
LORRIE M. YOST 
Deputy Attorney General 
Attorneys for Complainant 

SA2010101757 
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BEFORE THE 
STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS --- -- -- -.- -----.-- --~- ------ - - - --- --STATE OF CALIFORNIA --- - -- -- -- -

In the Matter of the Petition to Revoke Case No. 2000..:152 
Probation Against: 

BRETT BRYON CORNELISON 
----524-W.-J.>utnamA¥enue ~.-----l~D-TICE_QE_nEEENSE _________ ~ _____ 

Porterville, CA 93257 
Certificate of Registration to Practice [Gov. Code §§ 11505 and 11506] 
'Optometry No. 961 

Respondent. 

. I, the undersigned Respondent in the above-entitled proceeding, hereby acknowledge' 
· receipt of a copy of the Petition to Revoke Probation; Statement to Respondent; Government 

Code sections 11507.5, 11507.6 and 11507.7, Complainant's Request for Discovery; and two 
copies of a Notice of Defense. 

I hereby request a hearing to permit me to present my defense to the charges contained in 
· the Petition to Revoke Probation. 

Dated: 
Respondent's Name: 
Respondent's Signature: 
Respondent's Mailing 
Address: 
City, State and Zip Code: . 
Respondent's Telephone: 

· Check appropriate box: 
o I am represented by counsel, whose name, address and telephone number appear below: 

Counsel's Name 
Counsel's Mailing Address 
City, State and Zip .Code 
COlU1sel's Telephone Number 

D. I am not now repr.esented by counsel. If and when counsel is retained, immediate 
notification of the attorney's name, address and telephone number will be filed with the 
Office of Administrative Hearing and a copy sent to·counsel.for Complainant so that 
counsel will be on record to receive legal notices, pleadings and other papers. . 

The agency taking the action described in the Petition to Revoke Probation may have 
formulated guidelines to assist the administrative law judge in reaching an appropriate penalty. 
You may obtain a copy of the guidelines by requesting them from the agency in writing. 
SA2010101757 . 
10657351.DOC 
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BEFORE THE 
STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY 

DEP ARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS ------- -----~-~------. ------ -- ---:-STATE OF'CALIFORNIA--- -- - - -- -------- ----- ---- - - - ---

. In the Matter of the Petition to Revoke Case No. 2000-152 
Probation Against: 

BRETT BRYON CORNELISON . 
---$24-W.-Eutnam-.A¥enue-~-~~~ ___________ ~HTICE_OE llEEENSE . 

. Porterville, CA 93257 - -~--~--~~~-~~-

Certificate of Registration to Practice [Gov. Code §§ 11505 and 11506] 
Optometry No. 961 

Respondent. 

I, the undersigned Respondent in the above-entitled proceeding, hereby acknowledge. 
receipt of a copy of the Petition to Revoke Probation; Statement to Respondent; Government 
Code sections 11507.5, 11507.6 and 11507.7, Complainant's Request for Discovery; and two 
copies of a Notice of Defense. J . 

I hereby request a hearing to permit me to present my defense to th~ charges contained in 
the Petition to Revoke Prob.ation. 

Dated: 
Respondent's Name: 
Respondent's Signature: 
Respondent? s Mailing 
Address: 
City, State and Zip Code: 
Respondent's Telephone: 

Check appropriate. box: . 
D I am represented by counsel, whose name, address and telephone number appear below: 

Counsel's Name 
Counsel's Mailing Address. 
City, State and Zip Code 
Counsel's Telephone Number 

D I am not now represented .by counsel. If and when counsel is retained, immediate 
notification of the attorney's name, address and telephone number will be filed with the 
Office of Administrative Hearing and a copy sent to counsel for Complainant so that 
counsel will be on record to receive legal notices; pleadings and other papers. 

The agency taking the action described in the Petition to Revoke Probation may have 
formulated guidelines to assist the administrative law judge in reaching an appropriate penalty. 
You ;may obtain a copy of the guidelines by requesting them from the agency in writing .. 
. SA2010101757 
10657351.DOC 
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COpy OF GOVERNMENT CODE SECTIONS 11507.5, 11507.6 AND 11507.7 
PROVIDED PURSUANT TO GOVERNMENT CODE SECTIONS 11504 AND 11505 

--- ---------- -- --------- -------- --------~----------------~- - - --- --- ----------------------- ---------

SECTION 11507.5: Exclusivity of discovery provisions 

The provisions of Section 11507.6 provide the exclusive right to and method of discovery as to 
any proceeding governed by this chapter. 

TI()N-I-150'7~o:-Requesrfordiscovery~. -.--.----.---~---------------.-----------

After initiation of a proceeding in which a respondent or other party is entitled to a hearing on 
the merit~, a party, upon written request made to another party, prior to the hearing and within 30 
days after service-by the agency of the initial pleading or within15 days after the service of an 
additional pleading, is e11titled to (1) obtain the names and addresses of witnesses to the extent 
known to the other patiy, including, but not limited to, those intended to be called to testify at the 
hearing, and (2) inspect and make a copy of any of the following in the possession or custody or 
under the control of the other party: . . 

(a) A statement of a person, other than the respondent, named in the initial administrative 
 pleading, or in any additional pleading, when it is claimed that the act or omission of the 
respondent as to this person is the basis for the administrativy proceeding; 

(b), A statement pertaining to the subject matter of the proceeding made by any party to 
another party or person; 

( c) Statements of witnesses then proposed to be called by the party and of other persons 
having personal knowledge of the acts, omissions or events which are the basis for the 
proceeding, not inCluded in (a) or (b) above;' 

(d) All writings, including, but not limited to, reports of mental, physical and blood 
examinations and things which the party then proposes to offer in evidence; 

(e) Any other writing or thing which is relevant and which would be admissible in 
evidence; . 

(f) Investigative reports made by.or on behalf of the agency or other patiy pertaining to the 
subj ect matter of the proceeding, to the extent that these reports (1) contain the names and 
addresses of witnesses or of persons having personal knowledge of the acts, omissions or events 
which are the basis for the proceeding, or (2) reflect matters perceived by the investigator in the 
course of his or her investigation, or (3) contain or include by attachment any statement or 
writing described in (a) to (e); inclusive, or summary thereof. 

For the purpose of this section, "statements" include written statements by the person signed 
or otherwise authenticated by him or her, stenographic, mechanical, electrical or other 
recordings, or transcripts thereof, of oral statements by the person, and written reports or 
summaries of these oral statements. . . 

Nothing in this section shall authorize the inspection or copying of any writing or thing 
which is privileged from disclosure by law or otherwise made confidential or protected as the 
attorney's work product. . . 

- -- - --- -- - ------- -----_. 
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SECTION 11507.7: Petition to compel discovery; Order; Sanctions 

~-~~--(a)~Any-party-c-laiming-the-partisrequestfor discovery-pursuant-to-SeGtion-1-1~507,6 hasnot-~~~-

been complied with may serve and file with the administrative law judge a motion to compel 
discovery, naming as respondent the party refusing or failing to comply with Section 11507.6, 
The motion shall state facts showing the respondent party failed or refused to comply with 
Section 11507.6, a description of the matters sought to be discovered, the reason or reasons why 
the matter is discoverable under that section, that a reasonable and good faith attempt to contact 
the respondent for an informal resolution ofthe issue has been made; and the ground or grounds 

respondent's-refusaho-far~as~lmown-to-thelnoving-party;-~-~-~---~-~ . 
(b) The motion shall be served upon respondent party and filed within 15 days after the 

respondent party first evidenced failure or refusal to comply with Section 11507;6 or within 30 
days after request was made and the party has failed to reply to the request, or within another 
time provided by stipulation, whichever period is longer. 

( c) The headng on the motion to compel discovery shall be held· within 15 days after the 
motion is made, or a later time that the administrative law judge may on the judge's own motion 
for good cause determine, The respondent party- shall have the right to serve arid file a wdtten 
answer or other response to the motion before or at the time of the hearing. 

(d) Where the matter sought to be discovered is under the custody or control of the 
respondent party and. the respondent partya.sserts that the· matter is. not a discoverable matter 
under the provisions of Section 11507.6, or is privileged against disclosure under those 
provisions, the administrative law judge may order lodged with it matters provided in 
subdivision (b) of Section 915 of the Eyidence Code and examine the matters in accordance with 
its provisions, . 

( e) The administrative law judge shall decide the case on the matters examined in camera, 
the papers filed by the parties, and such oral argument and additional evidence as the 
administrative law judge may allow. 

(f) Unless otherwise stipulated by the parties, the administrative law judge shall no later 
than 15 days after the hearing make its order denying or granting the motion. The order shall be 
in writing setting forth the matters the moving party is entitled to discover under Section 
11507.6. A copy of the order.shall forthwith be served by mail by the administrative lawjudge 
upon the pa.11:ies. Where the order grants the motion in whole or in part, th~ order shall not 
become effective until 10 days after the date the order is served. Where the order denies relief to 
the moving party, the order shall be effective on the date it is served. 

'*********** 
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY CERTIFIED MAIL AND FIRST CLASS MAIL 
----.. -.~------ ------ ------(SeparateMai1ings) ___ ~ _____________ ~ ___________ ~~ ___ . ____ ~ ____

Case Name: In the Matter of the P,etition to Revoke Probation Against: 
Brett Bryon Cornelison 

Case No.: 2000-152, 

dec1are:----~---------'-----':---,--'~-~'~'----~'-

I am employed'in the Office of the Attorney Generai, which is the office of a member of the 
California State Bar at which member's direction this service is made. I am 18 years of age or 
older and not 'a party to this matter. I am familiar with the business practice at the Office of the 
Attorney General for collection and processing of correspondence for mailing with the United 
States Postal Service. In accordance with that practice, correspondence placed in the internal 
mail collection system at the o'ffice of the Attorney General is deposited with the United States 
Postal Service that same day in the ordinary course of business. ' 

On January 21, 2011, I served the attached PETITION TO REVOKE PROBATION; 
STATEMENT TO RESPONDENT; REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY; NOTICE OF 
DEFENSE (2 blank copies); and DISCOVERY GUIDELINES by placing a true copy thereof 
enclosed in a sealed envelope as certified'mail with postage thereon fully prepaid and return 
receipt requested, and another true copy of the ABOVE LISTED DOCUMENTS was enclosed 
in a second sealed envelope as first class mail with postage thereon fully prepaid, in the internal . 
mail collection system at the Office of the Attorney General at 1300 I Street, Suite 125, P.O. Box 
944255, Sacramento" CA 94244-,2550, addressed as follows: 

CERTIFIED MAIL NO.: 
Brett Byron Cornelison 
524 W. Putnam Avenue 

7160 3901 9849 2180 9915 Porterville,CA 93257 

Courtesy copy via U.S. Mail only: 
Jessica Sieferman 
Probation Monitor 
Board of Optometry 
2420 Del Paso Road; Suite 255 
Sacramento, CA 95834 

 I declare under penalty of perj ury under the laws of the State of California the foregoing is true . 
and correct and that this declaration was execu~ed on January 21., 2011, at SacI' fJ1, nto, 

California. JI A 

Tracy Cortez f \.; 
~----~~~~~~--=-~--------

peclarant 

SA2010101757 
I0657355,doc 

___ ~ __ ~_ 

-~, ~-----I-

,



TO:· 
_____ J31~e1!~YrQn._C;.c~.tn~lii>on __ , _ _______ _____ _______

524 W. Putnam Avenue 
Porterville, California 93257 

SENDER: Lorrie M. Y 08t 

; REFERENCE:--S:A.~OtOtO-1~7S-1 

PS Form 3800. Januarv200S , 
i RETURN Postage 
, RECEIPT Certified Fee 

SERVICE 
Return Receipt Fee 

i 
Restricted Delivery 

; 
I Total Postage & Fees 

US Postal Service POSTMARK OR DATE 

" Receipt for 
I Certified Mail,' 

No Insurance Coverage Provided 
Do Not Use for International Mail 

.... -- ~-. -- .. -- --... -"--.--- .-- -- ._------. -- -----.- __ , ____ •• ____ • _____ • __ • __ • ______ • ____ • __ • __ • ____ .0 __ 

_____ , _________________________ _______ , _______ , __________ _ 

---- ------~---~--,--~ -------------~ --------

\ 



Exhibit 2 
License History Certification for Respondent 
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, State of CaJifo'rnia.- State and Consum_e!§~~l~~ :ll~D~Y ___ : ________________________ . ______________ --..:i_.c;-;~ .. _____ : __ ----- --.----. -Amold-SchwafZenegger-;-Governor------
.. __ ~ .- .. -- .. ----.--.----.---------... - --'. c .:......-_____________ _ 

Board of Optometry 
2420 Del Pase Read, Suite 255 

Sacramento, CA 95834 ___ ~ __ _ 
-Tei: (9-16)sig:h70--'-
Fax: (916) 575-7292 

www.optometry.ca.gov 
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CERTIFICATION 

he undersigned, 
----~-~-

Mona 
-~---

Maggio, hereby certifies as follows: 

That she is the duly appointed, acting and qualified Executive Officer of the Board of Optometry 
of the State of California, . ' 

and that in such capacity she has custody of the official , . records of said 
board. 

On this twenty-third day of June 2010, the Executive Officer examined said official records of 
said Board of Optometry and found that BRETT B. CORNELISON graduated from the 
University .of California in Berkeley, School of Optometry in 1988, and is the holder of Certificate 
of Registration to Practice Optometry No. 9861, which was granted to him effective March 6, 
1992 and is currently in full force and effectand will expire October 31,2010,unless renewed. 
The current address of record for said Certificate of Registration is 524 W. Putnam Avenue, 
Porterville, California, 93257.. 

Said records further reveal that, on or about January 25, 2000 BRETT B. CORNELISON, 
became certified to treat with Therapeutic Pharmaceutical Agents pursuant to Business and 
Professions Code Section 3041. . . 

. Given under my hand and the seal of the State Board of Optometry, in Sacramento, California, 
on this twenty-third day of June 2010: 

- -- - - --T
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Certification of Costs 



-- i-

I \ (I 

-l- 1 KAMALA D. HAlWS 
ttorney General of California- -~. --- .--~--- --- --.----------.--.---~ -.. ------- ---".--.----. ------.------ .----~.----

JANICEK. LACHMAN 
Supervising Deputy Attorney General 
LORRIE M. YOST 
Deputy Attorney General 
State Bar No. 119088 

1300 I Street, Suite 125 , 

-~~~~!':nf!~i~94Q44-QS50-~~-~--~------~-----~------------------ -
Telephone: (916) 445-2271 
Facsimile: . (916) 327-8643 

Attorneys for Complainant 

BEFORE THE 
STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY· 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Petition to Revoke Case No. 2000-152 
Probation Against: 

CERTIFICATION OF 
BRETT BRYON CORNELISON PROSECUTION COSTS: 

DECLARATION OF LORRIE M. YOST 
-

[Business and Professions Code section 125.3] 
Respondent. 

I, LORRIE M. YOST, hereby declare and certify as follow~: 

1. I am a Deputy Attorney General employed by the California Department of Justice 

(DOJ), Office of the Attorney General (Office). I am assigned to the Licensing Section in the 
, 

Civil Division ofth6 Office. I have been designated as the representative to certify the costs of 

prosecution by DOJ and incurred by the State Board of Optometry in this case. I make this 

certification in my official capacity and as an officer ofthe court and as a public employee 

pursuant to Evidence Code section 664. 

2. I represent the Complainant, Mona Maggio, Executive Officer ofthe State Board of 

Optometry, in this action. I was assigned to h;:mdle this case on or around June 30, 2010. 

3.· Our Office's computerized case management system reflect that the following persons~
i

have also performed tasks related to this matter: Lorrie Yost, Deputy Attorney General. 

1 

CERTIFICATION OF PROSECUTION COSTS!
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1 4. I am familiar with the time recording and biUing practices ofDOJ and the procedure 

for charging thecileiifagency for'thereasonabfe ~and-necessary-work-perforilie(f onapartlcular- ---

case. It is the duty of the time keeping employees to keep track of the time spent and to report 

that time in DOJ's computerized case management system at or near the time of the tasks 

performed. 

5. On March 7, 2011, I requested a billing summary for this case from the Accounting 

Department ofthe DOJ. In response, on March 7,2011, I received a document entitled "Matter 

Time Activity by Professional Type." I hereby certify that the Matter Time Activity by 

Professional Type, attached hereto as Exhibit A, and herein incorporateq by reference, is a true 

and correct copy of the billing summary for this matter that I received from the Accounting'!:'; .~ 

Dep8.rtment. The summary includes the billing costs incurred by myself,as well as other. I::;' 

professionals of the DOJ who worked on the matter; and'sets forth the tasks undertaken', the d'; 

amount of time billed for the activity, and the billing rate by professional type. The billing 

. sunlinary is comprehensive of the charges by the Office to the State Board of Optometry through 

March 7,2011. It does n:ot include billing for tasks performedafter March 7, 2011, up to thi 1date 

of hearing. . '~'.: 

6. Based upon the time reported through March 7,2011, as set forth in'Exhibit A, DOJ 

has billed the State Board of Optometry $1,745.00 for the time spent working on the above 

entitled case. 

7. To the best of my knowledge the items of cost set forth in this certification are correct-

and were necessarily incurred in this case. 

I certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Califomia that the foregoing 

is true and correct. 

Executed on met v- c ~ ~ 20 ~ , in the City of Sacramento, California.' 

LX~r. 
~ LORRIE M. YQST 

Deputy Attorney General 
Declarant 
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KAMALA D. HARRIS 
Attorney General 

Mar7.201110:06:32AM 1of2 
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I State ojCali/ornid 
DEPARTMENT OF TTTCO.,.Tf'T.' 

I 

As of Mar 7, 201 
! 

(AMM001) 
I 
I 

___ J .. L_.----;~-~ 
! 



KAMALA D. HARRIS 
Attorney General 

Matter Time Activity By Professional Type 
C":~"""'. ... . ", ....... : .............. _ .. :h.~.: .. '.: ... '-:"::".":":",:":":"';":-:'::-::":'" 
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i State of CalijorniJ 
DEPARTMENT OF JUs,;"um 

I 
1300 I STREE'I1, SACRAMENTO, CA 
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Exhibit 4 
Case Summary (without attachments) 



State of California - State and Consumer Service mcy 
:' '"! I (' 

Arnold Schwarzenegger, Governor 

.. _L ...... _ .. ____ .. _ Board of Optometry· 
Ccdiforn·'o . 2420-0eTP-aso-Road-;-Sulte 25·5----·------·-------·---------
State~Qard of Sacram!=nto, CA 95834 
Optometry, . . Tel: (916) 575-7170 

- - ---- -- -- ----"- - - - --- ________ . __ . _._-. __________ ~ __________ Eax:_(9_1.6).-515-7292----------------_________ _ 
www.optometry.ca.gov 

CASE SYNOPSIS: 

As of June 23, 2010, the Probationer, Dr. Brett Cornelison, is in violation of four (4) 
conditions of his probation. Each condition is addressed below with a brief description of 

---:--UH3violation-:---- -.--~-----~--- -- ------- -

(2) COOPERATE WITH PROBATION SURVEILLANCE 
On April 6, 2010, the Board sent a letter to. Dr. Cornelison (Attachment #1) 
informing him of the Board's decision and adoption of his Stipulated 
Settlement. The letter further advised Dr. Cornelison that a follow up lette'r 
would be sent with the date, time, and location of his orientation interview. 
On April 6, 2010 (afternoon), the Board sent a letter certified and regular mail 
(Attachment #2) to Dr. Cornelison informing him of his interview scheduled for 
April 28, 20010. 
Dr. Cornelison never contacted the Board and failed to show for his interview. 
After several attempts to contact Dr .. Cornelison, the Board was finally able to 
make contact via telephone on May 20, 2010. In the telephone 'conversation, 
Dr. Cornelison confirmed that he did receive both of the Board's letters, but 
he "just hasn't gotten around to them, [but] they're sitting in· a stack of mail." 
Dr. Cornelison was less than cooperative throughout the conversation; it 
appeared that he could not care less about his probation. 
Dr. Cornelison offered no response to his notification of noncompliance with 
this condition. 

(9) MONITORING 
Dr. Cornelison failed to submit a plan in which another optometrist shall 
monitor his practice within 30 days of the effective date~ He further failed to 
nominate and receive a Board approved monitor. In Dr. Cornelison'.s 
notification of noncompliance, he was requested to immediately nominate. a 
.monitor and was specifically told that Dr. Soursa was not an approved 
monitor, as he had repeatedly failed to submit quarterly reports'in Dr. 
Cornelison's first round of probation. Dr. Cornelison was also verbally told 
that Dr. Soursa was not an approved monitor during our telephone 
conversation on May 20, 2010. 
In response to his notification of noncompliance with this condition, Dr. 
Cornelison submitted eight reports spanning from 2005-2008; all the reports 
were signed by Dr. Soursa and dated June 14, 2010. 

(13) CONTACT WITH THE BOARD 
As previously stated, Dr. Cornelison failed to appear for his probation 
interview on April 28, 2010. Although Dr. Cornelison confirmed receiving 
both letters from the Board, he never contacted the Board to reschedule his 
interview .. Since Dr. Cornelison's probation became effective on April 26, 
2010, he has made contact with the Board only twice: The first conversation 
(as described above) was only after several attempts by-the board, and the 

-- - - - ----.--- -- -----~--

- ______________ . ___ . ___ . ___ - .I 



second was on June 14, 2010, when he called to inform me he was faxing his 
:--------~--------_response--to-the-notification--of--noncompliance:--------------------------------------------------

Dr. Cornelison offered no response to his notification of noncompliance with 
this condition. 

(14) COSTS 
-Dr. Cornelison failed to submit a plan of reimbursement to the Board within 
30 days of the effective date. During the May 20, 2010 telephone 
conversation, Dr. Cornelison indicated that a payment plan (or any form of 
reimbursement to the Board) would not work for him. 
In response to his notification of noncompliance, Dr. Cornelison submitted a 
plan of reimbursement to the Board. _This plan, however, is not incompliance 

---~-with-this-condition_;_-as-payments-are-not-completed-within-six-monthsofthe---

probation completion date. 

i------------- - ------- -----:------
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